THE STRAITS CONVENTION  OF  1923   117
rights and obligations of the signatories under the League
Covenant.2
These were, then, the rules which governed navigation
in the Straits from 1923 to 1936. The regime established
by the Straits Convention represented a compromise be-
tween the interests of the Black Sea Powers—particularly
those of Russia—seeking preferential treatment, and the
ambition of the Allies—particularly of Great Britain—seek-
ing complete freedom. From the point of view of Turkey,
it represented substantial improvement over the situation
envisaged in the Treaty of Sevres. While the Convention
still imposed limitations on Turkey's freedom of action,
the security of Constantinople was better safeguarded and
the requirements of Turkish prestige were, for the tine
being, more or less adequately satisfied. The improvement
in Turkey's military and diplomatic position in 1923 as
compared with 1920 can be measured by the difference be-
tween the relevant provisions of the Sevres treaty and the
Straits Convention.3
from lausanne to montrexjx
The regime established by the Convention of 1923
proved to be acceptable to most of the interested powers
3 For the text of the Straits Convention of 1923, see Appendix No. 2,
p. 142. It came into force upon the deposit of the required number of
ratifications on August 6, 1924. Russia did not sign the Convention until
August 14, 1923, and the Soviet Government subsequently indicated its
disapproval by refusing to ratify it. Yugoslavia, because of a dispute
with Turkey over the Ottoman Public Debt, did not sign.
3 For an excellent analysis of the Straits Convention from the point
of view of international law, see F. de Visscher, "Nouveau regime des
detroits," Revue de droit international et de legislation comparee, Vol. 4
(3rd Ser.), pp. 537*?. (1923), Vol. 5, pp. i3ff. (1924). See also: Rougier,
"La question des detroits et la Convention de Lausanne," Revue general
de droit international public, Vol. 31, pp. 309!^ (1924).

